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Working Together for Léke Whatcom

Mark Asmundson, Mayor Pate Kremen, Executive Jim Neher, Director

City of Bellingham Whatcom County Whatcom Coumty Water District #10
210 Lotde Street County Cowsthouse 1010 Lakeview Street

Bellingham, WA 98225 Befingham, WA 98225 Belingham, WA 98229

(360) 676-6979 (360) 676-6717 (360) 734-9224

ake Whatcom Fores dvi Forum

September 30, 2003

Pete Kremen, County Executive Mark Asmundson, Bellingham Mayor
Lake Whatcom Management Comm. Lake Whatcom Management Comm.
Whatcom County Courthouse Bellingham City Hall

311 Grand Avenue, Suite 108 210 Lottie Street

Bellingham, Washington 98225 Bellingham, Washington 98225

Jim Nebher, Water District #10 Director
Lake Whatcom Management Comm.
Water District #10

1010 Lakeview Street

Bellingham, Washington 98229

Dear Committee Members:

" The Forestry Advisory Forum has reviewed the State Department of Natural
Resources (DNR) Draft Environmental Impact Statement issued September
8, 2003 for the Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan. The Forum supports the
preferred alternative of the plan, with three recommendations:

= Although conifers are preferable for protecting the watershed, the DNR
should consider managing hardwood stands for economic and bio-
diversity reasons. (Objective 12) '

« The Interjurisdictional Committee responsible for reviewing and
making recommendations on site-specific actlvities should have the
ability to call a public hearing when: ,

1) A specific number of committee members (to be determined by
committee bylaws) or more determines public input is
necessary, or

2) The Lake Whatcom Management Committee requests a public
hearing before a decision Is rendered to address issues brought
before it.

+ Most importantly, Forestry Advisory Forum members feel very
strongly that the Forestry Advisory Forum serves as the
" Interjurisdictional Committee mandated by ESSB 6731. The Forestry
Forum is willing to change its membership and format to assume that
role. :
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For many years, the Forestry Advisory Forum has been successfully engaging
in the tasks now assigned to the Interjurisdictional Committee. The Forestry
Forum process is inclusive of a broad range of community members. In fact,
many have said that the Forestry Advisory Forum is more Inclusive even than
the current Landscape Planning Committee. Because of this inclusiveness, it
is also a process by which these same community members - neighborhood,
environmental, forest practice, and government interests alike - have come
to know and trust. There is no need for the DNR to duplicate our efforts.

Other concerns of certain Forestry Advisory Forum members include the
funding for the Interjurisdictional Committee being shared between the Lake
Whatcom Management Committee and the Trust Lands Division of the DNR;
a more extensive consideration of the economic and soclal impacts beyond
benefit to the Trust, such as lost jobs and recreation, and; the potential for
consideration of opinion from technical experts outside the DNR.

The Forestry Advisory Forum requests that the Lake Whatcom Management
Committee review and submit the Forum’s concerns and recommendations to
the DNR and the Board of Natural Resources by the public comment deadline
of October 8, 2003. The Forum would like the DNR and the Board to
consider its comments for inclusion in the Final Environmental Impact -

Statement.

Respectfully,

L. Ward Nelson, Cha
Lake Whatcom Forestry Advisory Forum

c: Bill Wallace, DNR Northwest Region Manager
Board of Natural Resources



October 2, 2003

SEPA Center

Washington State Department of Natural Resources
PO Box 47015

Olympia, WA 98504-7015

I live in Sudden Valley in the Lake Whatcom Watershed. I am very concerned that your Lake Whatcom
Landscape Plan fails to do the very best to protect our water supply. I am also alarmed that this plan does
not place the safety of those of us who live in the watershed way on the tip top of your list of priorities.

Here are a number of changes that I would like to see made to the Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan DEIS.

I would like you to write into the DEIS that their not be oil or gas exploration of any kind in the Lake
Whatcom watershed. We don’t need any oil in our water. We don’t need increased sediments in our
streams from additional disturbances to the soil from additional road building and construction of drilling
pads and the like.

Would you please put in writing just how much acreage will be logged during different phases of the 200
years of the Landscape Plan? Are you going to log 90 percent of it in the first 5 years and then take the
next 195 years to log the remainder? Will it be the opposite of this? Maybe it will be somewhere in
between? The financial plan in the DEIS shows that you expect around 70 percent increased logging
revenues for the first 20 years. Is that percentage increase indicative of a similar huge increase in acreage
logged during same period? If so that figure is alarming! The cumulative negative environmental impacts
of that much logging in so few years would be much greater than the watershed could absorb and still
remain healthy. In your new evaluation please clearly and honestly state the environmental impacts of this
dramatically increased activity.

I am concerned about your plan to continue to harvest on unstable slopes. The purpose of this plan and
associated state legislation, which required a landscape plan in this watershed, was to improve water
quality. It appears you have missed the point of that legislative directive. Sedimentation in streams caused
by poor road building practices and logging on unstable slopes makes its way into the lake. This same
sedimentation builds up in streams and degrades stream habitat for fish. Stream monitoring for
sedimentation are strongly indicated here. As this plan progresses through its lifetime, streams should be
monitored for sedimentation and if the sedimentation increases, logging practices should change to
minimize those impacts. Don’t harvest on unstable slopes to avoid these negative environmental impacts.

Harvesting in unstable slopes also puts those who live below them at risk. It is not enough to simply give
lip service to our concerns for safety in our homes. Ihave seen the result of poor logging practices on DNR
and private land where you have approved the cutting and road building plans. It appears the State
Department of Natural Resouces does not hold high the best interests of our citizens when it comes to
forest practices. We deserve much better. Please agree to an inter-jurisdictional committee with
independent scientists who have the authority to stop these risky activities on unstable slopes.

Sincerely,

,1._,
Henry G Lagergren

324 Sudden Valley
Bellingham, WA 98229
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OrFICetu-THE COMMISSIONER

" QF PUBLIC LANDS

-—
L Sudden Valley.

October 2, 2003
- Ref: SEPA File No. 02-091300

Mr. Doug Sutherland

State Commissioner of Public Lands
1111 Washington Street, S.E.
Olympia, WA 98504-7015

Subject: Sudden Valley Community Association Board Of Directors Comments
Regarding: DNR DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
(DEIS) FOR THE LAKE WHATCOM LANDSCAPE PLAN

Mr. Sutherland:

The Sudden Valley Community Association Board of Directors would like to take this opportunity
to comment on the Lake Whatcom DEIS. We understand and appreciate the fiduciary responsibility
of the Department of Natural Resources (DNR) to the people of Washington State. We believe that

- this responsibility can-be-balanced between pure economic gain, and the health and welfare of the
people within the Lake Whatcom watershed.

Lake Whatcom is the sole source of drinking water for more than 85,000 people. We feel that it
would be extremely short sighted to allow proposed clear-cut logging outlined in the DNR Preferred
Alternative 2 (Alternative 1 being a No Action Alternative), of the alternatives available for
consideration as part of the DEIS, when any such logging outlined in this alternative could have
severe watershed and safety impacts.

Of particular concern is logging on the Austin Creek Plat directly above Sudden Valley. The
destructive potential and resultant safety issues for Sudden Valley residents are too blatantly
obvious to be ignored, as much of our community’s property lies adjacent to or below DNR
managed forest lands. This is especially true in light of the 1983 catastrophic flooding which was a
direct consequence of previous logging done in this area, and the fact that the Sudden Valley
community has grown considerably since 1983, potentially putting far more people and homes at
risk. While we understand that forest practices have changed in the last 20 years, logging on
potentially unstable slopes remains risky and should only occur on slopes deemed by on-site
evaluation to be stable.

To allow logging of this nature simply to accomplish DNR monetary goals, which could have

4 CLUBHOUSE CIRCLE / BELLINGHAM, WA 98229 / (360) 734-6430 / FAX: (360) 734-1915



potentially devastative long term effect on the Lake Whatcom watershed and the community of
Sudden Valley, would, we feel, be construed as gross mismanagement, at the very least. Therefore,
we wish to formally request DNR, under your leadership, to consider a variation of the DEIS
Alternative 3, which, as presently written, represents a combination of the old PDEIS Alternatives 3
and 4. This variation to the existing Alternative 3 is closely associated with Dave Montgomery’s
report (Mr. Montgomery, recognized as one of the state’s top forest practice experts, is a Professor
of Geomorphology and a licensed Geologist) in the PDEIS public comments, dated 10/25/02 which
refers to a recent study published in the Canadian Geotechnical Journal, Schmidt, et al., 2001. This
study found that “spatial variability in root strength-such as one might anticipate would result from a
partial cut-was associated with those potentially unstable slopes that generated rapidly moving,
highly destructive debris flows in the Oregon Coast Range.” That report raises a red flag for the
residents of Sudden Valley, most who live below potentially unstable slopes. We request that
Alternative 3 include a prohibition of logging on potentially unstable slopes, and that it be your
alternative of choice.

The Lake Whatcom Bill passed in 2000 by the state legislature recognized the importance of this
lake for clean drinking water and public safety. The key to ensuring a safe and abundant drinking
water supply is to protect streams, unstable slopes, potentially unstable slopes and wetlands from
excessive logging and road construction. The DEIS Alternative 3, provides guidelines for all of
these areas that are an improvement over the preferred alternative. It calls for broader buffers where
no trees can be cut. Outside these buffers, where logging is appropriate, it employs longer cut
rotations, retaining a 70% canopy closure, and prohibits road construction and chemical application
which will ensure high water quality in our drinking water supply for years to come, while ensuring
the safety of residents.

The previous PDEIS executive summary suggests that Alternatives 3 and 4 dedicate about 90% of
the trusts lands’ productive capacity to ecological and social benefits. In considering the population
makeup of the Lake Whatcom watershed we believe the ecological benefits of a protective logging
plan, more than offset the increase in timber harvest obtained from the DNR Preferred Alternative 2.

On behalf of the 5,000 residents of Sudden Valley, we therefore urge you, the Department of
Natural Resources, and the Board of Natural Resources, to choose the DEIS Alternative 3, amended
to ensure no logging on potentially unstable slopes, as your final selection. We believe this would
provide the best possible protection for both our drinking water and from peak flows which would
likely result in mud and debris damage, while still allowing the DNR to meet a measure of it’s
fiduciary responsibility.

Additionally, we recommend the continuation of a strong interjurisdictional committee (1JC) to
work with the DNR after a final decision is made on a landscaping plan for the planned logging of
the watershed. This committee would have the ability to stop activities deemed too risky, as
recommended by independent, qualified geomorpholigists, and would monitor the impacts of
logging to our streams. A recent City of Bellingham letter, copy attached, addresses the suggested
formation, funding and responsibilities of the IIC in detail. We believe that the IJC could also serve



as an educational and community relations agent for both the public and the DNR for issues
concerning public safety and water quality.

Sudden Valley has a strong responsibility to preserve the high quality of Lake Whatcom water and
to ensuring the safety of our residents. We see this same commitment from State Legislators,
Bellingham City Management, the Whatcom County Council, Water District 10 Commissioners,
and many other concerned organizations. Likewise we would like to believe the DNR has the same
commitment.

Sincerely, ”D
Jon , President

Sudden Valley Community Association
Board of Directors

CC: Governor, Gary Locke
U.S. Senator, Maria Cantwell
U.S. Senator, Patty Murray
U.S. Representative, Rick Larsen
State House Representative, Kelli Linville
State House Representative, Doug Ericksen
State House Representative, Jeff Morris
State House Representative, Dave Quall
State Senate Representative, Harriet Spanel
State Senate Representative, Dale Brandland
Board of Natural Resources Members
Whatcom County Executive, Pete Kremen
Bellingham City Mayor, Mark Asmundson
Whatcom County Council
Citizens Advisory Committee, Steve Hood, Chairman
Lake Whatcom Water and Sewer District
SEPA Center Manger, Jenifer Gitchell (SEPA File No. 02-091300)

Attachments: 1
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Mr. Steve Hood .- -
- Committee Chair :
Lake Whatcom Landscape Planning Committee
1204 Railroad Avenue, Suite 200 -
Bellingham, WA 98225 -

Deéf Mr. Hood:

First, we wish to thank you for your diligent work with the Lake Whatcom Landscape
Planning Committee. One of our highest priorities is ensuring that Lake Whatcom

landscape plan is key to our water quality.

In 1989 the first Lake Whatcom Advisory Committee produced a report and delivered it
to the Commissioner of Public Lands. We continue to support the recommendations in
that report, which led to further legislation, ESSB 6731. We fully supported ESSB 6731
that established your committee and we continue to support your efforts. According to

ESSB 6731 the committee is to be ongoing: “The department shall establish an

site-specific activities and make recommendations. The interjurisdictional committee
shall include two members of the public who have an interest in these activities.”

We suggest that the interjurisdictional committee remains largely the same: two citizens
plus technical representatives from Bellingham, Whatcom County and Water District 10,
along with other affected or involved agencies to provide technical assistance. :

This committee will have weighty responsibilities for ‘on the ground'’ decisions that affect
public safety and drinking water quality and we have two primary concerns: that there

be adequate technical expertise available to the committee, given the importance of the
resource and the proximity of neighborhoods to DNR lands: and that adequate financial

resources be available on an ongoing basis to ensure long-term effectiveness of the
committee.

To provide technical assistance to the committee we believe that it will be essential that
specific expertise be available (on an as needed basis), most likely by contracting for

Bob Ryan Gene Knutson John B. Watts Dr. Grant Deger Terry Bornemann Barbara Ryan Louise Bjornson

Council Member Council Member Council Member Council Member Council Member Council Member Council Member

1* Ward 2~ Ward 3~ Ward 4* Ward 5 Ward 6% Ward At-Large
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Letter to Steve Hood -
July 18,2003
Page 2

the services of a forest ecologist, a limnologist and a geologist, particularly a
geomorphologist, as the circumstances may dictate. It is fair to say that neither the city
nar county has available staff with the necessary technical expertise.

To provide sufficient funding for the committee, we suggest that a fee, or a percentage,

- be added to DNR's management fee to underwrite the cost of providing the committee
with appropriate professional technical services. Logging on DNR lands is a revenue
producing activity. As such, the activity should ‘pay it's own way’ and not be subsidized
by citizens, the city, the county or local scientists. The mechanism for fee calculation
could be a fixed surcharge for all sales in the Lake Whatcom watershed or could
perhaps be variable based upon the risk posed by a particular sale or group of sales
(and the consequent need for heightened technical evaluation).

We recommend that this additional portion of the management fee be placed in an
account with disbursements made on a reimbursement basis. Out of that account the
County, City and/or Water District 10 would submit for reimbursement of expenses
incurred in the provision of. services to the committee or for contracted services
engaged by one of these entities on behalf of the committee. The details of any such

arrangement can of course be adjusted to meet the accounting or other requirements of
the Department. . '

We cannot overstate the importance of the on-the-ground decisions that the 1JC will
make. It may be possible that agreement on specific decisions will not be reached
between DNR and the 1JC. As the IJC is advisory to DNR, we would also ask that in the
event of a disagreement over specific site management activity, such disagreement be
mediated prior to the DNR taking any final action. A variety of dispute resolution
services or professional mediators are available to assist in such efforts.

We look forward to working with you to see that a new Interjurisdictional Committee be
formed that will have the ability to provide continuous, informed technical oversight of
management activities on DNR lands within the Lake Whatcom Watershed and look
forward to your response to our suggestions.

Sincerely,
o7 / /
Terry Bornemann, President Mark Asmundson, Mayor

Bellingham City Council City of Bellingham
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October 6, 2003

SEPA Center
P.O. Box 47015
Olympia, WA 98504-7015 sepacenter@wadnr.gov

RE: Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan DEIS SEPA File No. 02-091300

As a recipient of revenue from county transfer lands managed by the Department of Natural
Resources in the Lake Whatcom watershed, Mount Baker School District is concerned about
the financial impact of proposals included in the Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan DEIS,
September 8, 2003. The Department of Natural Resources has a legal obligation to the trust
recipients to produce revenue on a long-term basis. Revenue generation should be maximized
within the constraints of prudent, sustainable management.

Mount Baker School District urges the Board of Natural Resources to adopt No Action
Alternative as the Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan. The No Action Alternative is the only
alternative that meets the trust revenue production obligations while providing appropriate
environmental protections. The only significant quality that differentiates the Lake Whatcom
watershed from all other DNR-managed lands is the fact that Lake Whatcom serves as a
municipal water supply. The November 15, 2001 letter from Megan White of Washington
Department of Ecology included in the appendices to the DEIS indicates quite clearly that
standard Forest Practice Rules combined with the current watershed analysis prescriptions are
sufficient protection for water quality in Lake Whatcom watershed. If the Board of Natural
Resources feels that there is a conflict between E2SSB 6731 and the trust responsibilities, the
Board should submit this issue back to the legislature.

As a trust beneficiary, we appreciate the DNR’s effort to provide financial impact information
in the DEIS. As shown on Table DEIS 4-1, the revenue lost to all of the trusts if the Preferred
Alternative is adopted is shocking. We are additionally concerned by the numbers shown by
Figure 5, P.104, DEIS. The trust category of greatest concern to Mt. Baker School District
(Trust1) would see 60% of its land area constrained by the Preferred Alternative. No
consideration is given to a funding source and mechanism to reimburse Mount Baker School
District for any future forgone income if the Preferred Alternative is adopted. If the Preferred
Alternative is adopted, provision must be made to compensate the trust beneficiaries for the
difference in revenue between the No Action Alternative and the Preferred Alternative.

As a school district our greatest concern is the impact on children. The revenue generated by
county transfer land in Lake Whatcom watershed allows us to provide programs that make a
real difference in children’s lives. Don’t trade our very real and important programs for
environmental restrictions that would have no significant benefit to water quality.

Singerely,

, Mount Baker School District



| cepn cermen Ko Richmdion
| wse VR Bow (4
C[ew d¥0i5  Fellighmwa 25223

0L7, Wi C?&::ob(
éﬂwm}y

Neers  mao f”‘}’ logged Tre
| Stecp Stopes nbove  my Frseod hTry

: ’wwz w PE Vs %WW ,.ﬁFrcr-s,

SlLip onvto uw/w/; o

Whew 1 bec iz Tlm~¢ For //9 o
Fiw n—ﬂct,“ﬂ/’ | SET‘W'MW f lwrj éqw—ﬂ B
g/(,TT’,‘n,]_ mm,#wq P”““”" < alls

Thie Seems wome p)gr Yo be A

;brd—“(-*a‘ma( So /U T 1O/

™ g/ s -

Bo bebone



OCT. 7.2083 10:15AM CITY OF BELLINGHAM NO. 7@s5 P.1s2

BELLINGHAM CITY COUNCIL
210 Lottie Street, Bellingham, Washington g8225
24-Hour Agenda Information Line (360) 647-6397
Telephone (360) 676-6970 Fax (360)738-7418
Internet / Email: citycouncil@cob.org

October 6, 2003

Doug Sutherland .
Commissioner of Public Lands
Departtment of Natural Resoutrces
P.O. Box 47001,

Olympia, WA 98504-7001

Re:  DEIS for the Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan
Dear Mr. Sutherland:

The Bellingham City Council appreciates the opportunity to provide comment on the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Department of Natural Resources
(DNR) Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan. The Preferred Alternative outlined in the DEIS
does a reasonable job of incorporating environmental protection measures to protect
water quality, while allowing the economic viability of the trust lands to continue.
However, the City Council has several points they would like to see strengthened and/or
further clarified in the final version of the plan.

1. The authority, technical expertise and stable funding requirements for the Inter-
jurisdictional Committee (IJC) cannot be emphasized enough. In order to provide
effective oversight to the forest practices employed in this special watershed, the
1JC must have the authority to evaluate, make recommendations, and modify
timber harvest plans from time to time according to the best scientific expertise
availgble. The DNR must provide a stable funding source for this committee to
retain qualified peer review experts, and make certain the IJC has the power to
alter plans that would likely have detrimental impacts on the watershed.

2. The community has specifically noted concern about logging on unstable slopes.
The DEIS states the Preferred Alternative allows logging on ARS #1 unstable
slopes. Please change this to be consistent with the rest of the document, which
states that under the preferred altemative, no logging or road construction will be

allowed on unstable slopes.
3. Please do not allow any oil or gas exploration, even with diagonal drilling, in the

Lake Whatcom watershed.
Bab Ryan Gene Knutson John B, Watts Dr. Grant Deger Terry Boriemann Barbara Ryan Louise Bjornson
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4, Monitoring of sediment loads in streams is essential to understand and minimize
the impacts of logging and road building in the watershed. Please monitor the
streams for sediments during times of DNR activities in the watershed. The City
of Bellingham has invested in monitoring stream flows as part of the DOE TMDL
Study now in progress. It would be helpful to capture this DNR generated data as
well, recognizing that a proper understanding of watershed dynamics is critical for
the future protection of this public water supply reservoir.

5. The financial analysis in the DEIS notes an increase in logging revenues of 68%
in the first two decades over the 200 year average. Please clarify the relationship
between revenue streams and logging activities in a more detailed management
plan, and correlate the increase of revenues over a short period with the
cumulative environmental impacts.

Thank you for your attention to these concerns. We look forward to reviewing the Final
Plan, and we thank the Lake Whatcom Landscape Committee for their diligence in
creating a document that will responsibly protect reservoir water quality from
unnecessary degradation, as well as generate income for public benefit from this valuable
and precious public resource,

Very truly yours,

ch—7-—
Terry ;omcmann, President

On behalf of the Bellingham City Council



AMERICAN FOREST
RESOURCE COUNCIL

October 7, 2003

Ms. Jennifer Gitchell

DNR SEPA Center

1111 Washington Street SE
P.O. Box 47015

Olympia, WA 98504-7015

RE: AFRC Comments On Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan DEIS (File #02-091300)
Dear Ms. Gitchell:

The American Forest Resource Council (AFRC) is an association of the forest industry, which
represents numerous Department of Natural Resources (DNR) Timber Purchasers with
operations in Washington, Oregon, California, and Idaho. We appreciate the opportunity to
comment on the Lake Whatcom DEIS.

The DNR Timber Purchasers Committee is a standing committee of AFRC; this group (which
includes both AFRC and non-AFRC members) provides the principle interaction between all
DNR timber purchasers and the Department, together with the Board of Natural Resources
(Board). AFRC members and the DNR Timber Purchasers Committee have a vested and vital
interest in the on-going and future management of State trust lands in and around the Lake
Whatcom watershed.

AFRC provided substantive comments (10-02, attached) on the Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan
Preliminary Draft Environment Impact Statement (PDEIS). These comments were also
subsequently presented directly to the Board as public comment. These earlier comments remain
as relevant today as they did almost a year ago.

In summary, AFRC commented that:

1. Active forest management is the answer, not the problem in Lake Whatcom. An EIS
Alternative should be added that maximizes trust revenues while maintaining current
resource protections.

1500 SW First Avenue, Suite 330
Portland, Oregon 97201
Tel. (503) 222-9505 e Fax (503) 222-3255



2. An EIS Alternative is needed that evaluates partial or total divestiture (or
repositioning) of trust lands to assets outside the Lake Whatcom Watershed.

3. The current Alternatives fail to balance social, economic and environmental values; a
stated goal of the Board of Natural Resources.

4. Alternatives other than the No Action Alternative substantially reduced net present
values without any offsetting tangible benefits in water quality, public safety, or other
non-timber incomes.

5. The Lake Whatcom Landscape planning process fails to link with DNR’s on-going
Sustained Yield Process as required by ESSSB #6731.

6. The Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan management objectives that were “adopted” by
DNR and the Committee should be reviewed for consistency with the 1992 Forest
Resource Plan and Trust Mandate.

7. Private Foresters and knowledgeable stakeholders were specifically excluded by the
previous Commissioner of Public Lands from legislatively mandated review committees.

8. DNR has a legal obligation to seek compensation for altered land management; this
has not been discussed thus far in the environmental review process.

9. The Alternatives include trust lands outside the watershed.

10. Information from Oregon State University on Water Supplies From Forest
Watersheds should be incorporated in the EIS.

11. DNR’s Slope Stability Map for the Lake Whatcom Watershed lacks accuracy and
fails to separately map “Unstable Slopes™ and “Potentially Unstable Slopes”.

12. PDEIS Alternative #1 (No Action Alternative) was inaccurately described and is not a
true No-Action Alternative.

13. The no-cut riparian management zones on Type 5 Streams are arbitrary and exceed
the requirements of ESSB #6731.

Regarding the current DEIS, AFRC offers the following comments:

* The range of alternatives analyzed in the DEIS does not encompass the “reasonable
range” required by SEPA. An EIS alternative needs to be developed and analyzed

that: (1) meets current Board and DNR policies, (2) meets the spirit and intent of
ESSSB #6731 for protecting slope stability, water quality, and cultural resources

and (3) fulfills the Trust Mandate to maximize income to beneficiaries.




Although the DEIS facially contains three alternatives, in reality there are only two. The DEIS
states that the No Action Alternative “will not be implemented in the Lake Whatcom
Landscape.” The Preferred Alternative would only allow active forest management on 51% of
the landscape. The DEIS states that Alternative 3 was carried forward at the request of the
Landscape Committee (Committee) “to bracket the range of options for simultaneously
providing environmental protection and trust revenue.” Thus, the DEIS admittedly only has a
single alternative that “brackets” one side of a reasonable range of alternatives, as the No Action
Alternative will not be implemented (and presumably is not implementable).

The No Action Alternative may be a misnomer. SEPA requires that a reasonable range of
alternatives be evaluated as part of EIS process. The DEIS needs at least one other alternative to
“bracket” a range of alternatives. This will allow for different strategies that maximize trust
income, which will meet the trust mandate and operate within current policies and the intent of
ESSB #6731. We repeat that DNR should develop and analyze an intensive management
alternative that more closely resembles the management of other forest landowners in the
watershed.

» The DEIS analyzes 21 Management Objectives and associated strategies for each
Alternative. These objectives were written by DNR and the Landscape committee
and contained policy issues more correctly acted on by the Board of Natural
Resources. DNR and the Landscape Committee appears to have overstepped the

planning authority granted to them by Forest Plan Policy #16 (Landscape Planning)
and ESSSB #6731.

The DEIS does not contain an explicit management objective and associated strategies to address
revenue generating mechanisms for Lake Whatcom timber production. Revenue objectives were
included for higher value commercial products, communications sites, special forest products, oil
and gas, green certification and carbon sequestration. The absence of an explicit timber
production revenue objective and strategy is a glaring omission.

* Removing 49% of the Lake Whatcom landscape from active forest management

under the Preferred Alternative will require DNR to more intensively manage other
trust lands to meet its trust mandate and fiduciary responsibility. The DEIS fails to

analyze the probable significant environmental effects on other landscapes resulting
from this proposed shift.

= ESSB#6731 mandates that RMZ’s will be established “along all streams,” but does
not specify their widths, and does not preclude active management of riparian areas.

The DEIS preferred alternative includes 100-foot buffers of all Type 4 streams and
33-foot buffers on all T 5 streams to protect water ity with no_supportin

science. Current forest practice rules, ESSSB #6731, and the HCP should guide
riparian protection and management.

= The DEIS fails to fully ana economic impacts between the proposed alternatives.
Projected revenues (Table 7a r substantially underestimated.




A financial assessment was included in the PDEIS (Appendix Section PDEIS-4) but was
conspicuously absent in the DEIS. The PDEIS financial analysis computed differences in net
present values (NPV) for each of the alternatives. The DEIS simply reports differences in
undiscounted revenues and does not report differences in NPV. NPV is a better measure of true
economic differences between the alternatives and should be included in the EIS.

DEIS Table 6 shows an annual average reduction in harvest volume between the No Action
Alternative and the Preferred Alternative of 2,788 MBF (50% reduction). The average annual
stumpage return is computed at $342/MBF for the No Action Alternative ($1,746,000/5,511
MBF). However, the DEIS at Table 7 shows an average annual revenue reduction of $214,000
between the No Action Alternative and the Preferred Alternative (12% reduction). Regarding
Table 7, it would appear that the average annual revenue reduction should be closer to $953,496
($342 x 2,788 MBF) between the No Action Alternative and the Preferred Alternative. This is an
apparent error with a 50% reduction in average harvest volume resulting in only a 12% reduction
in average revenue.

* Important information will soon be developed regarding slope stability and mass

wasting in DNR’s Northwest Region as a result the upcoming Unstable Landform
Study and Zonal Landslide Hazard Study. Provision should be made to include this

information in the EIS.

* The DEIS Appendix contains a study plan for the measurement of mercury in fish
for a Minnesota forest. The DEIS, at page 48, infers that slash burning may be the
unexplained source of mercury in Lake Whatcom. A far more likely source is
natursglly occurring cinnabar deposits in the Nooksack drainage. At best, the
appendix study plan is “pre-science” and should be removed from the EIS. We
suggest a study of the relationship between naturally eccurring cinnabar and
mercury presence.

In closing, we respect the Department’s attempts to deal with issues surrounding management of
DNR’s Lake Whatcom lands. We strongly feel, however, that the initial exclusion of land
management professionals with substantial interest expertise corrupted the proceedings. The
process and product are fatally flawed until the department corrects the consequences of that
action.

Rather than beginning the process anew, we suggest the department seek additional guidance
from the legislature. DNR has a strong case with improved science, regulations and land
management techniques, all unavailable when the legislation was passed. We also suggest the
legislature will be responsive to the fact that their mandated process was initially implemented to
exclude some citizens.



Please contact us if you have questions or require additional information or clarification.
Thank you.
Sincerely,

b QL

Malcolm R. Dick. Jr.
Washington Manager
AFRC

attachment



AMERICAN FOREST
ReSOURCE COUNCIL

October 28, 2002

Barbara MacGregor

DNR SEPA Center

1111 Washington Street SE
P.O. Box 47015

Olympia, WA 98504-7015

RE: SEPA Comments On Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan PDEIS by AFRC
Dear Ms. MacGregor:
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Lake Whatcom PDEIS.

The American Forest Resource Council (AFRC) is an association of the forest industry that
represents numerous Department of Natural Resources (DNR) Timber Purchasers in
Washington, Oregon, California, and Idaho. The DNR Timber Purchasers Committee is a
standing committee of AFRC; the committee and its staff provide the principal interaction
among DNR timber purchasers, DNR and the Board of Natural Resources (Board).

AFRC members have a vital interest in the on-going and future management of DNR managed
trust lands in the Lake Whatcom watershed. All softwood lumber mills identified in the
Commercial Timber Assessment (PDEIS, Appendix Section O) currently are members of AFRC.
AFRC appreciates this opportunity to provided substantive comments on the Lake Whatcom
DNR Landscape Plan Preliminary Draft Environmental Impact Statement (PDEIS) under the
State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA). Our specific comments follow:

Active Forest Management Is The Answer, Not The Problem in Lake Whatcom. An EIS
Alternative That Maximizes Trust Revenues While Maintaining Current Resource

Protections Should Be Added

Legislation affecting Lake Whatcom, and PDEIS, is rooted in activist opposition to a single
proposed trust land timber sale and concern over a poorly designed forest road. A subsequent
Board tour clarified that the halted sale required the timber sale purchaser to reconstruct the road
to current forest practices standards. Nonetheless, activists pressured local elected officials, and
the previous Commissioner of Public Lands to pass legislation that resulted in the current
PDEIS. Water quality and public safety appear to be surrogates for opposition to land
management activities on DNR managed trust lands.

1500 SW First Avenue, Suite 330
Portland, Oregon 97201
Tel. (503) 222-9505 e Fax (503) 222-3255



The discussion of PDEIS alternative and management objective primacy on page 27 is
completely devoid of any discussion (or apparent acknowledgement) of the Trust Mandate. The
1992 Plan provides clear guidance on this point. Page B-1 of the 1992 Plan states, “The question
of balancing greater environmental protection and trust income should be approached from four
perspectives: 1) the prudent person doctrine; 2) undivided loyalty to the trust beneficiaries; 3)
intergeneration equity, and 4) the problem of foreclosing future options.” The EIS needs a
thorough discussion of how each EIS Alternative helps DNR and the Board fulfill the Trust
Mandate.

Private Foresters and Knowledgeable Stakeholders Were Excluded From the PDEIS

A well-intended process, albeit sanctioned on a mistaken premise, was co-opted by special
interests when knowledgeable forest industry professionals and adjacent landowners were
excluded from Committee participation. We doubt the legislature had this in mind when they
passed ESSSB 6731. This action likely violates the bill’s intent; further, it violates the Trust
Mandate and Forest Resource Policy 17.

FRP Policy 17 states, “The Department will solicit comments from interested parties, including
local neighborhoods, tribes and governmental agencies when preparing landscape-level plans.

Discussion

As part of the landscape-level planning effort, the department will consider information from
public entities, adjacent landowners and other interested parties.

The department will attempt to integrate the plans of others so that state forest lands are
managed in a comprehensive manner and environmental impacts are minimized.

The department will present its planned timber harvest schedules to the public at biannual
reviews.”

Purchasers and landowners actively sought to take part in the Committee process and were
rebuffed. We were not ignored...we were excluded from the process, which probably is
illegal but certainly is inappropriate. Many of the obvious problems with the committee
proposals and alternatives could have been avoided had all stakeholders been able to
participate. We hope in view of that action, these comments will be taken as input that was
missing in original discussions of the Lake Whatcom planning process, and that
appropriate revisions will be made that reflect our belated input.



The Blanchard Mountain Timber/Recreation Assessment Should Be Incorporated in the
EIS

A new resource and recreation value study on Blanchard Mountain DNR lands confirms that
timber production produces the highest economic value for state trust lands and trust
beneficiaries. This information strongly suggests that multiple resource values simultaneously
can be accommodated on Whatcom County lands adjacent to Lake Whatcom. The findings from
this new assessment should be incorporated in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS).

The PDEIS Fails to Link With DNR’s On-Going Sustained Yield Process as Required by
ESSSB #6731

Legislation that created the Lake Whatcom Landscape Planning Committee (ESSSB 6731) also
requires in Section 1-(4) that revised management standards for Lake Whatcom should be
consistent with the sustained yield established by the Board of Natural Resources. This fact is not
prominent in or discussed by the PDEIS. The PDEIS alternatives do not match the seven
different alternatives presently being considered by the Board of Natural Resources for all other
state lands in western Washington.

EIS alternatives should be consistent with SHC alternatives including creation and
evaluation of options that will achieve economic and water quality objectives.

PDEIS Management Objectives “Adopted” By The Department and Committee Should Be
Reviewed For Consistency With the 1992 Forest Resource Plan and Trust Mandate

Twenty-one management objectives are identified in the PDEIS (pages 25-26). These objectives
need to be reviewed in the context of the overall 1992 Forest Resource Plan (1992 Plan), in
particular the Trust Mandate. For example, there is no explicit management objective in the
PDEIS that provides for maintaining or increasing revenues from timber production to provide
sustainable income to trust beneficiaries. This is a glaring omission in PDEIS objectives.

Forest Plan Policy #16 (Landscape Planning) provides for the establishment of overall landscape
management objectives; this policy explicitly states that participation from outside professionals
in the fields of road engineering, forestry, and economics should be encouraged. These
disciplines were conspicuously absent from the Committee (See below discussion), and this
omission is reflected in the deficiencies present in the limited range of alternatives presented in
the PDEIS.



Current PDEIS Alternatives Fail to Balance Social, Economic and Environmental Values;
a Stated Goal of the Board of Natural Resources

The Board repeatedly has opined that they, and the public, seek to balance social, economic and
environmental values (see PDEIS appendices). Alternatives #3-5 clearly fall outside these
parameters. DNR lands inside the watershed have the biological capacity to generate $3.3
million annually for trust beneficiaries, and can generate $1.6 million annually under the Habitat
Conservation Plan (HCP). Alternatives #2-5 would produce trust revenues significantly below
these amounts (see below discussion). In addition, active forest management is seen as the best
means of protecting Lake Whatcom’s water quality. As the Board ultimately will approve a
Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan, any EIS Alternative must be consistent with the Board’s
stated goals and objectives. The alternatives should be rewritten to achieve such
consistency.

Alternatives #2-5 Substantially Reduce Net Present Values Without Offsetting Benefits in
Water Quality, Public Safety, or Other Non-Timber Incomes

Using a 6% real discount rate, the PDEIS Financial Assessment (Appendix Section PDEIS-4)
reveals substantial reductions in Net Present Value (NPV) for Alternatives #2-5 of: -$9.7 million,
-$23.3 million, -$23.7 million, and -$27.3 million, respectively, when compared with forest
management under Alt. 1. These reductions are for timber revenues only and do not include other
direct and indirect local and statewide economic benefits that accrue to commercial forest
operations and milling. Thus, the economic magnitude of projected NPV reductions substantially
is understated. The document should reflect this fact.

The PDEIS Financial Assessment of benefits from other income opportunities deserves more
discussion in the EIS, using this the following statement as a base:, “(i)t appears highly unlikely
that combined revenues from carbon sequestration, certified lumber production, and leasing of
trust land for recreation activities could financially justify the choice of either of the landscape
alternatives...over the reference alternative (Alternative 1)” This essentially is the same
conclusion from the recent Blanchard Mountain assessment. Discussed later is our concern that
Alt. 1 accurately does not reflect “no change” conditions and should be rewritten.

The 1992 Plan, 1997 HCP, 1997 Lake Whatcom Watershed Analysis, 1997 Draft Lake Whatcom
Landscape Plan, and 1998 Forest & Fish Rules, guide current DNR management inside the Lake
Whatcom Watershed. The Departments of Health and Ecology both said (see above comments)
that current DNR policies in Lake Whatcom adequately protect public resources. Thus, under the
Prudent Person Doctrine of the Trust Mandate (1992 Forest Resource Plan), it must be asked
what additional benefits accrue to either the trusts or public from even analyzing (or
contemplating) alternatives that fail a reasonable cost vs. benefit analysis, and that are clearly
adverse to the economic interests of the trust beneficiaries?

PDEIS Alternatives #3-5 are “unreasonable in their range” under SEPA and violate the
prudent person doctrine. New alternatives must be developed to comply with the trust
mandate, the prudent person doctrine, SEPA and legislative instructions.



Water quality concerns that served as the basis for legislation empowering the Lake Whatcom
DNR Landscape Planning Committee (Committee) were legitimate but misdirected. The
Department of Ecology is on record as saying, “(p)roperly managed commercial forestland has
been recognized as the most benign active land use for watershed protection for some time.” The
Department of Heath said, “(i)t is our understanding that very few of the potential contaminant
sources identified in the Source Water Protection Plan for Lake Whatcom could originate from
State Forest Lands or DNR activities” (PDEIS Appendices).

Whatcom Lake has serious water quality issues that should be addressed by Whatcom County
and agencies that deal with coliform, nutrient loading and other contaminants. Properly
conducted active forest management is consistent with watershed protection and can help
mitigate problems uncovered during DNR’s landscape management planning.

The PDEIS should include one or more Alternatives, which optimize trust revenues and
economic benefits while providing reasonable watershed protection by DNR. To the extent
feasible, the PDEIS should highlight water quality problems discovered during the forest
management investigations.

An_EIS Alternative Is Needed That Evaluates Partial or Total Divestiture (or
Repositioning) of Trust Lands to Assets Outside the Lake Whatcom Watershed

AFRC supports maintenance of DNR’s managed forest landbase. The PDEIS should address sale
or trade of some or all lands in the basin. The consideration for the sale or exchange of trust
lands is imbedded in each PDEIS Alternative under Objective 18: Consider Other Revenue
Generating Mechanisms. This imbedded consideration is not developed as part of the PDEIS
and, as such, is inconsistent with SEPA. The EIS should include a least one Alternative that
specifically describes and analyzes asset divestiture.

As a matter of record, AFRC firmly believes most Lake Whatcom trust lands can be managed to
optimize timber revenue and water quality. Two state agencies, whose business is water quality,
believe forest management is the best means of protecting water quality. DNR, however, needs
to substantively review divestiture as a part of the SEPA process.



33-150 foot No-Cut Riparian Management Zones on Type 5 Streams Are Arbitrary,
Capricious, and Exceed The Requirements of ESSSB #6731.

PDEIS Alternatives #2 (33-foot), and Alternatives #3-5 (150-foot), include no-cut Riparian
Management Zones (RMZ’s) on Type 5 streams. ESSSB #6731 simply describes that
RMZ’s will be established “along all streams”, does not specify their widths, and certainly
does not preclude active management within Type 5 RMZ’s, particularly to achieve other
habitat objectives. PDEIS Alternatives #2-5 do not reflect this flexibility as provided by the
legislation and, thus, do not reflect a reasonable range of imbedded Type 5 RMZ
alternatives as required by SEPA. Forest Practices rules, DNR’s HCP, the 1992 FRP all
address riparian zones and should provide guidance on riparian zones.

AFRC sincerely appreciates this opportunity to comment on the PDEIS. We look forward to
working with the Department as the Lake Whatcom Landscape Planning process moves forward.
Please contact us if you have questions or require additional information.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Malcolm R. Dick, Jr.
Washington Manager

Attachment

C/ Board of Natural Resources
Tom Partin, President, AFRC
DNR Timber Purchasers



The PDEIS Slope Stability Map Lacks Accuracy and Fails To Separately Map “Unstable
Slopes” and “Potentially Unstable Slopes

The PDEIS Slope Stability Assessment (Appendix Section G) describes a process by which a
Sensitive Area Slope Stability Map was prepared (map G-2). The issue of unstable slopes vs.
potentially unstable slopes is a key issue as a result of a literal interpretation of ESSSB #6731,
which states, “harvest and road construction upon potentially unstable slopes shall be carefully
regulated.” This legislation further states that road construction or reconstruction is prohibited
on unstable slopes. However, the Slope Stability Assessment states “...the specific location of
stable, potentially unstable, and unstable slopes are probably not represented entirely accurately
on the map.” Furthermore, the locations of unstable slopes and potentially unstable slopes have
not been mapped separately. The Assessment instead defers to definitions and field identification
procedures as operational alternatives.

There is an enormous difference between unstable slopes and potentially unstable slopes.
For the purpose of developing landscape alternatives and their analysis, a map is required
that distinguishes between the two. They were not mapped separately and existing maps
are admittedly inaccurate, both of which call into question the very basis upon which the
PDEIS Alternatives were developed and analyzed. As such, the mass wasting analyses,
particularly in Alternatives #2-5, are fundamentally flawed and need to be rewritten.

PDEIS Alternative #1 (No Action Alternative) Is Inaccurately Described And is Not the
True No-Action Alternative

The PDEIS No-Action Alternative purportedly analyzes DNR’s existing policies, procedures,
legal requirements and management commitments, and supposedly is consistent with the Tier 3
alternative identified in the sustainable harvest calculation (SHC). Alternative 1, however,
appears to have been developed consistent with the 21 PDEIS management objectives (“with the
advice of the Committee”’) presumably absent review and approval by the Commissioner of
Public Lands (Commissioner) and the Board (PDEIS pp. 28-34). Furthermore, the DNR
Westside Tier 3 SHC Alternative does not contain these same management objectives.

The EIS No-Action Alternative accurately must portray DNR’s existing policies,
procedures, and legal requirements absent landscape-specific management objectives.
PDEIS Alternative #1 should become Alternative #2 in the EIS, which incorporates
appropriately reviewed (and approved) landscape management objectives. A new #1
should be developed that truly reflects current (no action) conditions.



DNR Has a Legal Obligation To Seek Compensation For Altered Land Management; This
Was Not Identified in the PDEIS

The law requires compensating DNR for additional watershed protections. RCW 79.01.128
states, “In the management of public lands lying within the limits of any watershed over and
through which is derived the water supply of any city or town, the department may alter its
land management practices to provide water with qualities exceeding standards established for
intrastate and interstate waters by the department of ecology: PROVIDED, That if such
alterations of management by the department reduce revenues from, increase costs of
management of, or reduce the market value of public lands the city or town requesting such
alterations shall fully compensate the department(emphasis added).” This statute should be
recited and discussed in the PDEIS.

The PDEIS Alternatives Include Trust Lands Outside The Watershed

Map A-2 in the PDEIS Appendices identifies approximately 1,200 acres of state lands (7.5% of
total) that are outside the hydrographic boundary of Lake Whatcom that nonetheless have been
included in the PDEIS Alternatives. Applying the restrictions embodied in ESSSB #6731 to
lands outside the hydrographic boundary cannot possibly have any material physical impact on
water quality inside the watershed.

The EIS should exclude additional restrictions described in ESSSB #6731 from applying to
trust lands outside the Lake Whatcom hydrographic boundary.

Information From Oregon State University on Water Supplies From Forest Watersheds
Should Be Incorporated in the EIS

Attached to these comments is a publication entitled Municipal Water Supplies from Forest
Watersheds in Oregon: Fact Book and Catalog prepared by Adams & Taratoot at OSU. This
publication provides a concise understanding of the complex relationships between water
supplies and forest management. A principal finding of the OSU study is the demonstrated need
to protect water supplies from forested watersheds from the disastrous effects from wildfire.

Lake Whatcom watershed has a history of stand replacement fires. A discussion of wildfire
risk and mitigation completely is absent from the PDEIS Fire Management Assessment
(Appendix Section M). Although The Oregon review focuses on 30 major municipal water
systems in Oregon, the information is transferable to Lake Whatcom. Key findings from
this report should be incorporated into the PDEIS Water Quality Assessment (Appendix
Section E).



October 5, 2003

SEPA Center
P.O. Box 47015
Olympia, WA 98504-7015

Comments on SEPA File No. 02-091300

As a life long resident of Whatcom County, a Certified Forester and small forest landowner, | would
like to submit the following comments on the Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan. My forest management
experiences in Whatcom County, including the Lake Whatcom Watershed, leads me to the conclusion that
appropriate management of DNR trust lands in the Lake Whatcom watershed should be similar to the “ no
action alternative”. This alternative has been developed over the years through numerous scientific studies
and public involvement. It sufficiently assures public safety and protects the lake’s water supply, while
providing the required trust revenues. | would concur with the Departments of Ecology and Health that
forest management is the preferred land use to protect water quality. | strongly disagree with the planning
committee’s preferred alternative and the other more restrictive proposal’s. These alternatives were
politically driven agendas, with solutions spawned by individual efforts to prove “one person can make a
difference”. One motivated person can make a difference, but the rest of us have to pay the price. Here are a
few of my main points:

e This watershed with its second and third growth forest has been studied for years and present regulations
provide more than adequate protection.

e The listed alternatives would be bad policy for DNR trust lands. What is finally done for Lake
Whatcom sets precedence and will be pushed onto other trust lands.

e | am very concerned that more restrictions for public lands in Lake Whatcom will also be imposed as
additional regulations for small forest landowners in the watershed. The impacts of this would be very
counter productive.

e Itisalso very bad policy to have a plan with no flexibility or ability to apply adaptive management in the
future, as new information is discovered. Having a plan that says 50% of the land can never be touched
and aerial applications of herbicides and fertilizers can never be used, are not reasonable long term
management objectives.

e The revenues that go to the trust recipients should not be reduced any further. The federal forest solution

to just replace timber receipts with tax dollars should not be continued.

e Many other businesses in this area depend on the timber harvested on trust lands. These include sawmill
employers, loggers, construction crews, reforestation workers and all the other related businesses.

Starting with the legistlation and ending with the planning committee, this was a flawed process, with
emotion, deception and politics leading the charge. | request that the Forest Board use good common
sense and support the rules presently in place to protect the Lake Whatcom watershed.

Sincerely,
Tom Westergreen

4800 south Pass Road
Sumas, WA 98295
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STATE OF WASHINGTON
OFFICE OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation
1063 S. Capitol Way, Suite 106 ®* PO Box 48343 ¢ Olympia, Washington 98504-8343 « (360) 586-3065
Fax Number (360) 586-3067 ° http:// www.oahp.wa.gov

October 8, 2003

Ms. Jenifer Gitchell

SEPA Center Manager
PO Box 47015

Olympia, WA 98504-7015

Re: Draft DEIS for the Lake Whatcom
Landscape Plan 02-091300

Dear Ms. Gitchell:

Thank you for providing notification of the DEIS for the Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan for
comment.

We recommend the OAHP be invited to participate in any working groups formed to address
archaeological resource protection and management in the Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan. To
protect archaeological resources per RCW 27.53 and 27.44 and WAC 25-48, we recommend a
professional archaeological survey be conducted prior to any maintenance, re-vegetation, road
construction or abandonment, tree harvesting or any other action that would disturb the ground.
This professional survey would be part of the specific guidelines and requirements for the
archaeological site category outlined in the Preferred Alternative. We would appreciate the
opportunity to review and comment upon any archaeological surveys or management plans that
involve archaeological sites or historic structures that are developed through this process.

Further, we recommend the development of an archaeological predictive model to facilitate this
process. The development of a predictive would allow land use actions to be screened well in
advance for the probability of the presence of cultural resources and allow for planning,
management and avoidance of those resources consistent with any agreements developed within
consultation among DNR, OAHP and the affected Tribes.

If any federal funds or permits are involved in this project, Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act, as amended, and its implementing regulations, 36CFR800, must be followed to
determine if any of the proposed actions will have an adverse effect on historic properties,
including archaeological sites. We would appreciate receiving any correspondence or comments
from concerned tribes or other parties concerning cultural resource issues that you receive as you
consult under the requirements of 36CFR800.4(a)(4). If you have any questions concerning the
Section 106 process, please do not hesitate to call Rob Whitlam at (360) 586-3080.



Ms. Jenifer Gitchell

SEPA Center Manager
PO Box 47015

Olympia, WA 98504-7015
Page 2

These comments are based on the information available at the time of this review and on behalf
of the State Historic Preservation Officer. Should additional information become available, our
assessment may be revised. If you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to
contact me at (360) 586-3083 or by email at StephenieK@cted.wa.gov.

Sincerely,

Stepheme Kramer
[ Assistant State Archaeologist

(360) 586-3083

Email: StephenieK@cted.wa.gov

cc:  Mary Rossi
Jeff Chalfant
John Guenther
Lee Stilson
Jim Thompson



SEPA Center

Department of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 47015

Olympia, WA. 98504-7015

Re: Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan DEIS

I recently returned from another meeting on the DEIS for the Lake Whatcom Watershed
and the surrounding areas. A large number of people braved a heavy rainstorm to attend
this meeting which impressed me to the point of writing this letter.

I was not living in Sudden Valley at the time the side of Lookout mountain washed across
lake Louise Road, but I've seen many pictures of the damage done and heard stories
from many of the people who lived here at the time. It is unreasonable to even think that
the Department of Natural Resources could ever allow this to happen again. However, 1
recently drove past the carnage that was caused above the village of Glen Haven. I'm
quite certain that no members tasked with making the decision to clear cut the area,
actually live in Glen Haven. I would further question if any on the decision making
committee have been to Glen Haven to see the clear cut areas high up on the mountain or
tried to envisage what will happen to the homes when the side of that mountain gives
way.

Consequently, the responsible thing for the DNR to do to ensure the welfare of the
individuals in harms way as well as for maintaining a supply of clean drinking water well
into the future is to implement a comprehensive DEIS that is approved by an
Interjurisdictional committee with the ability to oversee, and if necessary, to stop work
and assess fines when actions beyond the scope of the DEIS are implemented. Until a
group with this authority is in place, atrocities of the type incurred on previously logged
areas within the watershed will be the norm rather than the exception.

I look forward to seeing these additions on the final draft of the landscape plan.

Sincerely,

Sl
rome P. Klun

764 Sudden Valley
Bellingham, Wa 98229
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Sepa Center

Department of Natural Resources
PO Box 47015

Olympia, WA 98504-7015

This is a comment on the Lake Whatcom Landscape Plan DEIS.

I live in Whatcom County and not only am I one of 87,000 people who drink from the
Lake Whatcom reservoir, I also enjoy it for recreation and it’s beauty. However the
quality of the drinking water and safety of those living below the unstable slopes you
manage is at utmost importance to me and my community.

I am asking you to please reconsider your alternatives. After reading the DEIS, I am not
pleased with any of the alternatives. There are three issues that I feel were not considered
and ought to be. '

1. There should be no harvesting or roads built on potentially unstable slopes.
The horrific landslide of 1984 has proven that such actions can cause disaster.
Not only are lives in danger, but the amount of phosphorous that a landslide
would emit into the reservoir could possibly poison our drinking water.

2. There should be a strong Interjurisdictional Committee that oversees all actions
on DNR lands in the Lake Whatcom watershed and that has the authority to stop
or modify all activities. This committee should not be funded by the local

government, but paid for out of the revenues from logging.

3. There should not be any oil or gas exploration, even diagonal drilling,
anywhere in the Lake Whatcom watershed.

Please carefully consider my input as well as the other comments you’ve received from
my community. I think you will find that the majority of us agree on these issues and we
will stand strong to make sure we have water to drink in the future. Can you blame us?

Since

o

Rase Oliver
2286 G St
Bellingham, WA 98225
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